Abstract: Yessotoxin (YTX) is a marine polyether toxin that was first isolated in 1986 from the scallop Patinopecten yessoensis. Subsequently, it was reported that YTX is produced by the dinoflagellates Protoceratium reticulatum, Lingulodinium polyedrum and Gonyaulax spinifera. YTXs have been associated with diarrhetic shellfish poisoning (DSP) because they are often simultaneously extracted with DSP toxins, and give positive results when tested in the conventional mouse bioassay for DSP toxins. However, recent evidence suggests that YTXs should be excluded from the DSP toxins group, because unlike okadaic acid (OA) and dinophyisistoxin-1 (DTX-1), YTXs do not cause either diarrhea or inhibition of protein phosphatases . In spite of the increasing number of molecular studies focused on the toxicity of YTX, the precise mechanism of action is currently unknown. Since the discovery of YTX, almost forty new analogues isolated from both mussels and dinoflagellates have been characterized by NMR or LC-MS/MS techniques. These studies indicate a wide variability in the profile and the relative abundance of YTXs in both, bivalves and dinoflagellates. This review covers current knowledge on the origin, producer organisms and vectors, chemical structures, metabolism, biosynthetic origin, toxicological properties, potential risks to human health and advances in detection methods of YTXs.
However, the dinoflagellate Protoceratium reticulatum (Claparède and Lachmann) Bütschli 1885, was the first unicellular organism identified as a producer of YTX. Subsequently, YTX has been found in cells of P. reticulatum from different places in Japan [12, 16, 24] , in the Adriatic Sea in Italy [13] , in Nova Scotia, Canada [25] , in Norway [26] and in Spain [15, 27] (Figure 1 ).
The dinoflagellate Lingulodinium polyedrum (Stein) Dodge 1989 was also identified as a producer of YTXs, because L. polyedrum has been the main dinoflagellate detected in net-haul samples of several blooms in the Adriatic Sea containing YTX and homoYTX [4, 28] , in Galicia in 2003 [21] and in mussels from the Russian Black Sea in 2007 [23] . YTXs have also been detected at low concentrations in cysts of different cultured strains of L. polyedrum in the United Kingdom [25] . However, although L. polyedrum seemed to be closely linked to the production of YTXs, this fact was not proved [29, 30] until YTX was found, in small quantities, in cultures of L. polyedrum from Galicia, Andalucía (Spain) [27] and California (USA) [31] .
Other possible producers of YTXs have been reported: (i) It has been suggested that Coolia monotis [32] produce an analogue of YTX, the cooliatoxin, because it has the same molecular weight as 1-desulfoYTX [33] . However, there is not enough information available about its chemical structure to confirm that it is indeed YTX. (ii) Gonyaulax spinifera has also been mentioned as a producer of YTX because two out of eight strains from New Zealand analysed by ELISA [34] showed very high concentrations of YTXs. However, previous LC/MS analysis of this organisms only gave a weak signal of YTX in one sample [25] . More recently G. spinifera was found, together with L. polyedrum, in plankton net samples during a mussel intoxication with YTX in Russia [23] . According to Hansen et al., (1996-97) [35] , the morphology of G. spinifera is very similar to that of P. reticulatum so it could be a YTX producer. (iii) Some authors suggest that the real producers of YTXs are bacteria associated with the dinoflagellates, however to our knowledge, there is not solid evidence for this.
As happens with other marine toxins, the principal vectors of YTXs are scallops and mussels, which can accumulate high quantities of YTXs due to their filtering feeding nature. It has been observed that even low concentrations of cells (10 3 cells/L) are enough to produce the accumulation of important quantities of these toxins in shellfish [29] . Regarding the distribution of YTXs in mollusc tissues, they typically accumulate in the digestive gland, and in particular in the hepatopancreas, although they may also appear in the muscle tissue [17, 18, 20, 36] . Within the digestive glands, YTXs are mainly present in the lumen of both tubules and ducts [37] .
Characteristics of YTX-producer dinoflagellates a) Protoceratium reticulatum (Claparède and Lachmann) Bütschli1885 (=Gonyaulax grindleyi Reinecke 1967)
It is thought that G. grindleyi is synonymous with P. reticulatum, however there is no consensus on its taxonomy. Besides, according to recent studies [15] , P. reticulatum could be a group comprising several species, however deeper taxonomic studies are necessary to confirm this hypothesis. Very little biological knowledge of this species exists aside from the fact that it is a photosynthetic and thecate planktonic dinoflagellate belonging to the family Gonyaulacaceae. Its size oscillates between 28-43 µm in length and 25-35 µm in width [35] ; it is shaped like a polyhedron with a strong theca made up of several plates; the theca has a prominent reticulation with pores in the center of each reticulation. It is bioluminescent [38] and forms spherical cysts with spines. Keeping in mind that it has been found in very different locations, it is reasonable to believe that P. reticulatum is able to grow within a wide range of temperature conditions, salinities, light, pH and nutrient conditions [39] .
b) Lingulodinium polyedrum (Stein) Dodge 1989 (=Gonyaulax polyedra Stein 1883)
It is a thecate dinoflagellate belonging to the family Gonyaulacaceae. Cells are polyhedral-shaped and range in size from 40-54 µm in length and 37-53 µm in width. It is made up of thick plates, well defined, with a delicate reticulation and with numerous large trichocyst pores surrounded by circular sculpturing [40] . The girdle is deeply excavated, descending, and without intercrossings. It is bioluminescent [41] . Its life cycle involves vegetative reproduction, temporary cyst formation and sexual reproduction. The cysts are spherical (31-54 µm in diameter) with a double cell wall and a granular surface covered with spines. Living cysts present a prominent red body [42, 43] . It requires high levels of nutrients to develop; it is cosmopolitan and can be found mainly in temperate and subtropical coastal zones [40] .
c) Gonyaulax spinifera (Claparède and Lachmann) Diesing 1866
It is also a thecate dinoflagellate with polyhedral form belonging to the family Gonyaulacaceae. Its size varies between 24-50 µm in length and 30-40 µm in width. It has a prominent and descending girdle, well excavated and with intercrossings. It also has two caudal spines [44, 45] . There are several different types of cysts associated with the moving cell of this species [46, 47] which is why it is believed that there could be more than one species under the name G. spinifera. It covers extensive geographical areas, from polar to tropical waters.
Structures of yessotoxin and its analogues
The planar structure of YTX was determined using mass spectrometry (MS) and nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy (NMR) that revealed a molecular formula of C 55 H 82 O 21 S 2 Na 2 [17] . It is a disulfated polyether, with a characteristic ladder-shape formed by 11 adjacent ether rings of different sizes and a terminal acyclic unsaturated side chain consisting of 9 carbons and 2 sulfate ethers [17] ( Figure 2) .
The core structure is liposoluble, but two sulfate groups give an amphoteric molecule [20] . The presence of the sulfo-ether group makes these molecules the most polar ones of the lipophylic toxins group and, possibly due to this, important amounts of YTXs were found in the culture medium [15, 27, 48] . Numerous YTX congeners have been reported, and although the structure of some of them are still unknown [49] , for many of them, full structure determination was carried out. Typically their molecular weight ranged between 955 and 1551 mu [11, [49] [50] [51] . Currently 36 natural derivatives of YTX have been identified and characterized by NMR and/or liquid chromatography coupled with mass spectrometry (LC-MS). Some YTXs are directly produced by dinoflagellates while others are produced by the shellfish metabolism. Their structures are summarized in the following Figure 3 . 
Analogues detected in dinoflagellates
P. reticulatum is the best studied YTX-producer as it is responsible for the majority of YTXs found in dinoflagellates. The first YTX analogue identified in algae was 45,46,47-trinor-YTX (=nor-YTX), isolated from a strain of P. reticulatum found in Yamada Bay in Japan [24] . Later, it was also found in Norway [26] . Other analogues recently isolated from this dinoflagellate are: homo-YTX (=1a-homo-YTX) [13] , noroxo-YTX [13, 49] Compared to YTX, the previous derivatives showed differences due to hydroxilations, carboxylations, desulfatations, methylations, oxidations, amidations, changes in the length of the carbon chain or absence of the A ring [4, 11, 50, 59] . Recently the structure of a new class of derivatives was described resulting from glycosylation of the side chain of 1a-homo-YTX and YTX. These new derivatives possess 1, 2 or 3 arabinofuranose units linked to C-32 ( Figure 3 ). The first glycoside derivatives discovered were 32-O-di-, -mono-and -tri-arabinofuranosyl-1a-homo-YTXs that were called respectively protoceratins II, III and IV [6] . Then 32-O-mono-arabinosyl-YTX [63] was identified, as well as 32-O-di and -tri-arabinofuranosyl-YTXs [64] .
Another possible analogue isolated from Coolia monotis is the cooliatoxin [32] , which coincidentally possesses the same molecular weight as 1-desulfo-YTX [33] , however, there is no information about its chemical structure or toxic profile that could confirm its relationship to YTXs. * LC-MS analyses determined that the main toxin in VGO764 and OM6-NP31strains is homo-YTX.
In spite of the fact that P. reticulatum is able to produce numerous analogues of YTX, usually the most prominent toxin produced is YTX, with the exception of certain strains that produce homo-YTX as their principal toxin [15, 16] . It has been shown that noroxoYTXs, trinor-YTXs [14] and glycosyl-YTXs [15] make up the most important percentage of all the analogues. The concentrations and profiles of toxins differ among distinct strains and can even be found in non-YTX-producing strains (Table 1) . This is possibly due to genetic differences among P. reticulatum but can also be influenced by culture conditions and extraction methods for each toxin [15] .
Analogues detected in shellfish
The first YTX analogue detected in molluscs was 45-hydroxy-YTX from P. yessoensis in Japan [52] . Afterwards, the analogue 45, 46, 47-trinor-YTX was identified from the same species [50] . Subsequently, other analogues were found in mussels (Mytilus galloprovincialis) from the Adriatic Sea, such as homo-YTX, 45-hydroxyhomo-YTX [54] (Figure 3 ), adriatoxin [66] (Figure 4) [56] were discovered in Mytilus edulis from Norway. The most recent analogues identified in molluscs are two desulfoYTXs detected in mussels from the Adriatic Sea: 1-desulfocarboxyhomo-YTX and 4-desulfocarboxyhomo-YTX [10] (Figure 3 ). In spite of the high number of analogues found in molluscs, the most abundant is typically 45-hydroxy-YTX, followed by carboxy-YTX. Initial results about the metabolism of YTX in molluscs indicated that both YTX and homo-YTX are probably oxidized to 45-OH-YTX and 45-OHhomo-YTX respectively [20] . More recent studies indicate that the mollusc rapidly oxidizes YTX to 45-OH-YTX and more slowly to carboxy-YTX. Afterwards, 45-OH-YTX is possibly metabolized to 45-OHcarboxy-YTX [56] (Figure 5 ). These hypotheses rely on the fact that the majority of YTXs found in molluscs are 45-OH-YTX and carboxy-YTX [36, 68] . There is a controversy as to whether some of the analogues are produced exclusively by molluscs or by dinoflagellates. According to Ciminiello et al. [13] , a small percentage of the 45-OH-YTX, 45-OHhomo-YTX, carboxy-YTX and carboxyhomo-YTX are produced directly by the algae, but it is known that the major part of the 45-OH-YTX, carboxy-YTX and its homo form are produced by the metabolism of YTX and homo-YTX in molluscs [69] . In addition, in recent studies, neither 45-OH-YTX nor carboxy-YTX were found in dinoflagellates [15, 26, 49] .
Biosynthetic origin of yessotoxin
The only experimental data available on the byosynthetic origin of YTX come from a 13 Unfortunately, these results were only published in a Japanese journal so we are not able to comment further on them. Furthermore, in 1985 Nakanishi, suggested that the dinoflagellates create this compound by launching a cascade of reactions that break apart a series of small rings as the first step to adding successive rings to the leader [71] . In the same line, an extraordinary work was published recently by Vilotijevic and Jamison, from a synthetic organic chemistry laboratory at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) in Cambridge [72] . The authors report experimental evidence, in similar way to that proposed by Nakanishi, that using the appropriate polyepoxide system it is possible to obtain the A-D ring fragment of yessotoxin just using water. These results support the idea that marine dinoflagellates may build their toxins in a similar way (Figure 7 ).
Toxicity and mode action of yessotoxins
Symptoms of intoxication produced by YTX in humans are relatively unknown due to the fact that no human intoxication has been reported to date. However, it seems clear that YTX does not produce diarrhea in humans [73, 74] . Despite about forty natural derivatives of YTX having been identified, the toxicological potential of YTXs is not yet completely clarified, and only YTX, desulfo-YTX, homo-YTX and 45-OHhomo-YTX have undergone deep toxicological studies. Furthermore, the toxicological studies that discuss this issue are based on oral ingestion and intraperitoneal administration to mice and show great differences among them:
Intraperitoneal toxicity
The toxicity of YTX by intraperitoneal injection (i.p.) is high and a concentration of approximately 100 µg/Kg is lethal to all mice [5] (Table 2 ). The symptoms observed in mice injected with lethal doses of YTX and homo-YTX are similar to those found for PSP (Paralytic Shellfish Poisoning) toxins. The symptoms start within four hours of the injection and are characterized by signs of exhaustion, so the mice die quickly by sudden dyspnoea. Electron microscopy studies revealed that the toxin produces damage in the cardiac muscle [3, 73, 75] , as well as in the liver and pancreas [2, 5] , and more recently it was reported that YTX also produces neuronal damage in the brain [76, 77] . Therefore, YTXs should be considered as potentially toxic for humans, with a lethal dose (LD 50 ) that varies among the different analogues between 80 and 750 µg/Kg (Table 2 ). 
Oral toxicity
YTX is not lethal to mice after oral acute 10 mg/Kg administration in mice [2, 3, 5, 73] . Neither diarrhea nor digestive organ damage have been observed [19, 54, 73] and only small and temporary behavioral alterations can be observed at high doses [2, 5] . Histopathological studies reveal a slight affectation of myocardial cells [2, 73] and, it seems that YTX can also affect the thymus and immune system at lethal and sublethal doses [76, 78] .
Very few studies have been carried out regarding YTX analogues. These show that 45-OH-YTX and 1-desulfo-YTX have lower toxicity than YTX [33] , and that homo-YTX is slightly more toxic than YTX [3] . Carboxy-YTX was also toxic to mice by i.p. injection [51] . Recent oral and i.p. acute toxicity studies [3] and also short-term studies of daily administration to mice of YTX, homo-YTX or 45-OH-YTX showed that none of the three toxins were lethal or induced signs of toxicity [79] . Moreover, none of the four YTXs, 41-keto-YTXenone [59] , 9-methyl-41-keto-YTXenone [61] , 1-desulfocarboxyhomoYTX and 4-desulfocarboxyhomo-YTX [10] are lethal to mice even after a high i.p administration.
Recent studies of oral toxicity in mice indicate that risk of intoxication by YTXs may be much less important than those from OA or dinophysistoxins, so it does not seem to be a serious problem for human health [3, 75, 79] . However, the extent by which these toxins can be absorbed by the intestine to reach their target organs still needs to be determined.
Mode of action of yessotoxins
The discrepancy between the oral and i.p. toxicity has prompted the interest of researchers to study the mechanism action of YTX. Although a good number of cytotoxic studies have been carried out and, a clearer pattern of the mode of action of YTX has emerged recently, the precise mechanism of action is not yet known. However, it seems clear that YTXs do not inhibit protein phosphatases PP1 and PP2A [5] , as opposed to other lipophilic toxins, such as OA [5] .
According to in vitro studies, it seems that YTX modulates the calcium homeostasis in human lymphocytes: on the one hand it induces an extracellular Ca 2+ entry through Ca 2+ channels sensitive to nifedipine and to SKF 96365, by modulating adenosine 3´,5´-cyclic monophosphate (cAMP), and on the other hand YTX inhibits the capacitative entry of Ca 2+ [80, 81] . It was also reported that YTX acts by activating phosphodiesterase (PDE) activity, therefore decreasing the level intracellular of cAMP, depending on the presence of Ca 2+ in the extracellular medium of human lymphocytes [82] [83] [84] .
Subsequent studies have indicated that YTX produces apoptosis in different types of cells such as human neuroblastoma [85] , human HeLa cells [86] or rodent myoblast [75] by induction of different caspase isoforms [75, [85] [86] [87] . Apoptotic events induced by YTX were associated with cytoskeletal disruption observed in rodent cells, such as cultured cerebelar neurons [8] and myoblast cell lines via mitochondrial pathway [87] . Recently, it has been demonstrated that the cytoskeleton disruption in mouse myoblast is caused by tensin cleavage [88] .
Other recent in vitro studies demonstrated that YTX induces a selective disruption of the Ecadherin-catenin system in epithelial cells, such as MCF-7 breast cancer cells [89] , or that YTX (in the presence of Ca 2+ ) increases the mitochondrial membrane permeability of rat liver mitochondria [7] . Additional studies showed that YTX affects the basic immune function [90] producing a cytoplasmatic Ca 2+ increase in mussel immunocytes [90, 91] . The lysosomal vesicles and cytoskeletal microfilaments were identified as the cell components mainly involved in the early apoptotic response to YTX in both insect and mouse fibroblast cells [92] . Finally, a structure-activity relationship (SAR) has been proposed for YTXs. Differences in activity among YTX analogues were detected when structural changes affected the C-9 terminal chain of YTX, showing that this portion of the molecule is essential for the activity of YTX in MCF-7 breast cancer cells [93] .
Detection and quantification methods for yessotoxin and its analogues
The determination of YTXs is complex due to the high number of existing analogues; because they have common solubility properties with other lipophilic toxins; and because they coexist in the phytoplankton and in the vectors. Various methods have been developed for the determination of YTXs and, apart from economical considerations, the choice mainly depends on the objectives of the study. In vivo assays are usually applied for public health protection, as the priority is to determine the potential global toxicity. Analytical methods are mostly applied in research or confirmatory studies when the identification and quantification of individual toxins are required.
In vivo assays
Mouse bioassay [94, 95] (MBA) is the official method accepted to detect YTXs [96] . This method involves acetone extraction, which can be partitioned with ethyl acetate/water or dichloromethane/water [96] . The solvent is removed and the residue is resuspended in 0.1 % Tween 60. 1 mL of this solution is injected i.p. into three mice with a body weight of about 20 g. Mice are observed for 24 hours and the toxicity is determined on the basis of survival time and by the symptomatology. The toxicity is provided in mouse units (MU). 1 MU is defined as the minimum amount of toxin required to kill 2 out of 3 mice within 24 hours.
The EU regulatory limit established for YTXs [9] in food is high (1 mg YTX equivalents/Kg) because it is based on the low oral toxicity to mice. Therefore using doses of YTX for MBA below this regulatory limit cause mice to die. In addition, this method is the same as that used to detect the lipophilic toxins okadaic acid (OA), dinophysistoxins (DTXs), pectenotoxins (PTXs) and azaspiracids (AZAs) which can be co-extracted due to their common solubility properties. Therefore with this method it is difficult to identify which toxin causes the death of the mice and it may give false positives [97] . Specific analytical methods for YTXs, such as LC-FLD or LC-MS [98, 99] are therefore required to be able to determine which toxin causes the positive result and to avoid this problem.
In general, the mouse bioassay is considered an inconvenient detection method for marine biotoxins because of its lack of specificity. Moreover, it is time consuming and expensive, free fatty acids might interfere with the results, the recovery of the YTXs from the extract is variable due to matrix effects and it is ethically questionable [100] . However, after many years of routine application, it has proved to be very effective to screen for the presence of DSP and other lipophilic toxins for public health protection purposes.
In vitro assays
a) Functional assays. These assays depend on a characteristic response linked to the mode of action of the toxin in cultured cells; therefore they correlate well with real toxicity. The disadvantages are that: viable cell-strains are necessary, they are sensitive to interferences and that expertise is required to perform the assays. In addition, it is not possible to distinguish between different YTX analogues using them. A series of functional assays for YTXs have been recently developed:
-Cytotoxicity assays: Initially designed to detect DSP toxins, these assays are also able to detect YTXs [101] . These assays are based on the microscopic examination of the morphological changes observed in freshly prepared rat hepatocytes after toxin exposure. With these assays it is possible to differentiate between OA, DTX1, PTX1 and YTXs as OA and DTX1 induce irregularshaped cells with surface blebs, while PTX1 produces dose dependent vacuolisation or YTXs produce tiny blebs on the surface of cells but do not induce changes in the shape of the cells. However, this information is only qualitative, as cell changes produced by the toxins are not dose dependent.
-Accumulation of fragmented E-cadherin [102] : In this assay the accumulation of a 100kDa fragment of E-cadherin induced by YTX in the epithelial MCF-7 breast cancer cells is measured.
The increase of the fragmentation of this fragment of E-cadherin is concentration-dependent and is detected by Immunoblotting using anti-E-cadherin antibodies. It is a very sensitive and specific method (detection limit around 100 µg YTX equivalents/Kg) [103] .
-Intracellular decrease of adenosine 3´,5´-cyclic monophosphate (cAMP) [82, 104] : YTX in the presence of calcium activate PDEs activity with the consequent decrease in cAMP levels. This phenomenon is concentration-dependent and it is detected using a fluorescent derivative of cAMP, anthranyloyl-cAMP. To be exact, it is detected by a decrease in fluorescence, due to the improved hydrolytic effect of PDEs in anthranyloyl-cAMP [104] . The rate of cAMP hydrolysis is linearly correlated with different concentrations of YTX between 0.5 and 10 μM.
b) Structural assays (immunoassays)
based on measurements of the recognition of this toxin by specific antibodies. However, these assays not necessarily related to the biological activity of the toxin, therefore any correlation with real toxicity is not always as good as it is for functional assays.
-ELISA (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay): a specific ELISA to detect YTXs in shellfish, microalgae and/or seawater samples has been recently developed by Briggs et al. [105] , and is now commercially available as a kit for rapid screening of YTXs [106] . It is a competitive, indirect immunoassay based on the use of polyclonal antibodies against YTX. The antibodies used, were obtained using conjugated YTX-protein (cBSA), and have a broad specificity for YTXs, because the YTXs have been conjugated in the non-sulphated end of the molecule. The working range is 70-1300 pgYTX/mL. The disadvantages of this method are due to the crossreactivity of the antibody, and therefore it is not possible to distinguish among analogues. Moreover, the cross-reactivity of the antibodies is limited to compounds with specific compatible moieties, therefore it is not possible to detect all the analogues with the significant risk of obtaining false negatives. This assay has the advantage of being sensitive, rapid, relatively cheap, suitable for HTS screening large number of samples; it is affordable for most labs and operators require minimal training.
Chemical methods
Chemical methods consist of a first step of toxin separation followed by identification and quantification of each toxin. These methods rely on the measurement of an instrumental response that is proportional to the concentration of toxin. However, quantification always requires a previous [20] : This method is extensively used for the qualitative and quantitative analysis of YTXs both in molluscs and microalgae [107] . It is based on the determination of a fluorescent derivative of the toxin obtained by precolum derivatization with the dienophile reagent 4-(2-(6,7-dimethoxy-4-methyl-3-oxo-3,4dihydroquinoxalimylethyl)-1,2,4-triazoline-3,5-dione (DMEQ-TAD) (Figure 8 ). Previous to the analysis, a clean-up of the sample using solid phase extraction (SPE) cartridges is required to eliminate interferences. The fluorogenic reagent reacts with the conjugated diene in the side-chain and, as a consequence, this method can only detect YTX, 45-OH-YTX, trinor-YTX [20] , desulfo-YTX [33] , homo-YTX, 45-OHhomo-YTX and G-YTXs [108] . Other analogues such as carboxy-YTX, diOH-YTX, and noroxo-YTX or adriatoxin without the diene moiety can not be detected by HPLC-FLD. The fluorescent adduct gives two diasteroisomeric peaks due to the formation of both C-42 epimers in a 3:1 ratio for YTX (Figure 8 ) [20] . YTX analogues elute at different retention times, therefore the use of toxin standards is necessary for toxin identification.
Weaknesses of this method are that the detection of new analogues are limited to the presence of a conjugated diene, and that it is difficult to distinguish between analogues with similar retention times, such as YTX and homo-YTX [15] . On the other hand, advantages are that it is a very sensitive method with a linear response (0.4-6 mg/Kg), requires relatively low-cost equipment, it is affordable to many labs and it is faster than the mouse bioassay.
b) Liquid chromatography coupled with mass spectrometry (LC-MS):
currently this is the most powerful analytical tool used to identify multiple toxins. This technique has several advantages, such as its high sensitivity and selectivity. In addition, collision experiments (MS/MS) can provide valuable structural information in the confirmation of toxin identities, as well as in the identification of new toxins. It does not require complex derivatization and purification steps needed for HPLC-FLD methods. It is possible to analyze all the YTXs, even those derivatized with DMEQ-TAD [108] , and also different algal toxins. In fact, several multi-toxin detection methods have been developed [109] . However, as is the case for other chemical methods, calibration standards are required for method development and toxin quantification. LC-MS methods can provide relevant information about the presence of compounds related to a known structure, even if the toxin standard is available only for one relevant toxin of the group. The main disadvantage of this technique is that the equipment is expensive.
Several specific LC-MS methods have been developed for YTX detection, which differ basically in the mobile or stationary phase used or the electrospray mode selected (positive or negative) [25, [110] [111] [112] [113] [114] [115] . Most methods use negative ion mode detection because YTXs easily lose a proton from the sulfate group. The fragmentation of YTX is achieved easily even when low collision energies (C.E.) are used and the loss of the sulfate group and the subsequent fragmentation of the unsaturated side chain are characteristic ( Figure 9 ) [111] . Recently an ultra-performance liquid chromatography mass spectrometry (UPLC) method has been developed [116] .
c) Capillary electrophoresis with UV/MS detection:
This is an analytical method designed as an alternative to HPLC-FLD for the determination of YTXs. It shows high resolution and small amounts of sample are required. Coupled with MS instrumentation it allows confirmation of the presence of YTXs in samples [117] .
Current regulations for yessotoxins
Taking into account the existing knowledge about YTXs, in 2002 these toxins were classified and regulated separately from the DSP toxins by the European Commission with the Directive 2002/225/EC [118] . This Directive was recently derogated by Regulation Nº 853/2004/EC [9] , which was amended by Regulation 2074/2005/EC [96] of the European Commission. Regulation Nº 853/2004/EC establishes the maximum permitted levels of some marine biotoxins in molluscs for human consumption. In the case of YTXs the regulatory limit is 1 mg of YTX equivalents/Kg (measured in the whole body or any edible part separately) (Chapter V, Section VII of Annex III of the Regulation). Regulation 2074/2005/EC lays down the recognised testing methods for detecting marine biotoxins by the competent authorities (Annex III of the Regulation). According to this Regulation a single mouse bioassay may be used to detect OA, DTXs, PTXs, YTXs and AZAs. Due to the lack of specificity of the mouse bioassay, it is not possible to distinguish which of the lipophilic toxins contribute to the toxic effects that may be observed, and both false negatives or positives are known to occur. Therefore it is clear that a solution to this analytical problem is still an open-ended question. In this sense Regulation 2074/2005/EC also states that methods, such as HPLC-FLD, LC-MS, inmunoassays and functional assays, may be used as alternatives or supplementary to the biological methods, if they are not less effective than the biological methods and if their implementation provides an equivalent level of public health protection (Annex III of the Regulation). 
